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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.

Jerone Yarn, Jr., Appellant Pro Se. Deborrah Lynn Newt on, Assi stant
Attorney Ceneral, Raleigh, North Carolina, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
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PER CURI AM

Jerone Yarn, Jr., appeals the district court’s order denying
relief on his 42 U S.C. § 1983 (2000) conplaint. W have revi ewed
the record and find no reversible error. Wile Yarn has all eged
abuse of the district court’s discretion in denying hima jury
trial and limting the cross-exam nation of w tnesses, he has not
al | eged facts whi ch woul d support this conclusion. Yarn’s claimof
error by the district court inits factual determ nation that Yarn
becane angry, thus pronpting the institutional use of force agai nst
him is based upon a credibility determ nation, which this court

wi || not reviewon appeal. Mirdaugh Vol kswagen, Inc. v. First Nat’|

Bank of S.C., 801 F.2d 719, 725 (4th Cr. 1986). Finally, we find

specious Yarn’s contention that the district court erred in not
eval uating the force applied and the seriousness of the resulting
injury against the need for the use of force, given that such an
evaluation was a necessary and integral part of the district
court’s final determnation denying relief to Yarn. W dispense
with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presented in the materi als before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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